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IV.— ON DIGAMMA IN POST-HOMERIC IONIC 

The grammarian is not to be excluded from his share in the 
spoils of the newly discovered Aristotelian treatise, which, as Mr. 
Newman has said, has something of interest for scholars of every 
type. He had learned from the fragment of Hypereides what a 
wealth of information as to contemporary pronunciation is to be 
gleaned from papyri. But just at present he is undergoing a lesser 
excitement that is peculiarly his own. The first instance of a / 
upon Attic soil has come to light. In the AeXrlov apxaioKoymov for 
1890, p. 103, in an Old Attic epigram of the sixth century, occurs 
the form A^^YTAR. 

. . . « <f)t\es naiBos \ KareBenev ; KoKov idfv \ afvrap • <^at8tjuor ■ epyaaa I 

TO, which may be thus restored : 

(T^lia ^tXijiwvidrjs ii]e (ptXrjs jratSor KareBrjKev 
KoKov Ibuv, aFvTap '^albifios tlpyaaaro. 

After all that has been written on the subject of the abandon- 
ment of the labial spirant by the Attic dialect, one might well 
exclaim : 

\pr)pLa.T<i>v afXiTTOv ovbiv eariv ovd anajxorov 
ovSf 6avixa.(Tiov, 

What is the significance of this discovery, and does it throw any 
light upon the obscure question whether or not the Ionic dialect 
still retained F in the post-Homeric period? 

In view of the fact that this form and several cases of f upon 
Ionic inscriptions could not be or have not been utilized in treatises 
bearing upon this subject, I present the following attempt at col- 
lecting the evidence and bringing the question up to date. 

Like all other dialects in some period of their history, Ionic 
possessed f ." It is the only dialect that generally permits 

^ Presented at the twenty-third annual meeting of the American Philological 
Association, held at Princeton, July, i8gi. 

^The ancient grammarians, as far as they recognize the existence of;^ at all, 
testify to its presence in Ionic. Trypho {TtaB. Aef. 11, Mus. Crit. Cantab. I 34) 
says, irpoarWeTai di ml to diya^fia rcapa re 'luai nal Aapieiiai. nai Kdnaaiv, o'lov 
apai fdva^, 'mSva feliva. Cf. Priscian I 13. As the sign for six, f must have 
been used by the lonians. The name StI is a bit of Byzantine imbecility. 
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compensatory lengthening to attend the disappearance of the 
spirant after X, p, v. The dialects of Doric texture, contrary to 
the generally received view, when they retained the sound long 
into the historical period of the language, often suffer the loss of 
/ without satisfaction. Cf. the relation of Kretan and Argive 
Tos to rovs. In Aiolic, assimilation of P to the preceding liquid 
was followed by a reduction in poetry of the geminated sound. 
In Attic, hipri and K6pr\, orevoVepos, (tfj-drfpor, fmi/orepos surely indicate 
the quondam presence of f.^ But the activity of P in the earliest 
period of the history of Ionic is indicated in other ways than by 
compensatory lengthening in Betprj and Koipr), areivoTepos and Keivo- 
T€pos. In TteWis, Hipponax 38 B, Phoinix of Kolophon in Athen. 
XI 495 C, D., we find that \P could be assimilated to XX when the 
accent followed X^ ; and that, as in jreXt^, the liquid alone remained 
when the accent preceded XP. See Schmidt's Neutra, p. 47. 
Furthermore, aP became av before a consonant, e. g. eKava-a (^-aprjv) 
Hdt., Kcicawpai, (KKavaopavos Hippokr. According to the schol. 
Victor, on II. XV 421 hauXos was a form used by the yemrfpot "icoyer. 
Of this form there is no trace in literature, though we have 
hehavpAvwvin Simonides of Amorgos, fr. 30, from the base baP-. Cf. 
ba^iXos' fiaXo's. Aaxcovfy. Kair)s OX Kair)^ in Hipponax 2, may be passed 
by, not so much because of its conjunction with the Aiolic Spfiopos 
(Ionic ^/iopos ?), but because the form itself has not yet been ex- 
plained. The latest attempt to regulate the interrelation of this 
form and the Homeric form k^|, is that by Kretschmer, K. Z. 
XXXI 354. 

DiGAMMA IN Literature. 

Traces of initial P in the Ionic lyric poets (elegists and iambists) 
are extremely rare : 

Archilochos i : 'EwaKiow avaxTos bears the stamp of an epic for- 
mula, though not occurring in Homer (cf II. II 651, XVII 211). 
Plutarch read 'BpvaXiow 6(010, but this is not preferable to the other 
reading merely because of the quondam existence of P in &va^. 1 
regard the coinage of such phrases as 'EmaXioio avanros by the 
Ionic elegists as on a plane with the imitation by the Ionic 
Homeridai of old-time epic formulae. Thus, in the later addi- 
tions to the Iliad and the Odyssey and in the Hymns, we find 
instances of the apparent observance of digamma, though at the 
period of these poems the labial spirant was an obsolescent, if not 

1 On an Attic Koi)p;?,and on Momixi",, I may refer to my forthcoming Dialects, 
Introduction to Ionic, §75. 
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an obsolete, sound. In 17 U ol Kofir) Archil. 29, and oi&e ol yAwy 
Sim. Amorg. 719, the case is different, since the metre is iambic, 
which is the organ of the popular dialect, ri 8e ol a-ddr], Archil. 97, 
is from an epode, but the metre is also iambic. In Sim. Amorg. 
780 we find 

ovd' nv riv eS ep^eicv, dXXd rovd opa 

but immediately below, v. 81, 

OKCOE nv i>s ixeyiarov tp^fuv kukov 

In Mimnermos 129 we find in VL Iva ol 6o6v Spua koI ttrnoi, but in 
BP IV dXrjdoov, a reading which justifies Bergk's "va Sr). yXSnrira Se 
01 SixoF^^or occurs in a fragment (424) of one of the p.t\ri of Solon, 

which has also avSpa eKacrrov (42i)- 

Elsewhere in the lyric poets of Ionic birth the evidence against 
the presence of / is very strong. 

Iambic writers, including the elegiacs and trochaics of Archi- 
lochos. 

Archilochos : 8' oteof 21 (el.), 8' olvov 4s (el.), 8i6vpap.^ov o'lvm T]i ; 

'iaaerai epyov 3^ (el.), Kopavbs epymv 39^' fyxvpfwo'iv epypaaiv "JOs, trxi 8' 
epy' 882 ; Tis dcrrav 9' (^l-); F"" darav 631 ] UocrtiSdavos SvaKTOs lOi 
(el. Bergk's COnj.), kXv6' Sva^ 751, Akowo-oi' avanros 771, X"^P """S 
1 192; iv elpacriv 122 (el.); kot oIkov 33> *'' o'*'!? 39') ^'' "''^^ 665, kokov 
oiKaS 98 j "jS "'■'? 73 J "'^«>' eKa<rros 83 ,' odivycriv eKrjTi 842 ; iroW oi'S' 
aXaiirt]^ II8 ; KaloXaos (koI (^fjtoXaos) ll^i. 

Simonides Amorg. ; ov&h ei&ores I4, Trdvra 8' eiSevai 71s, ovSev olSe 
723 (eV Sopoicr' Ibav "JmJ, ev 6<f>6aKpoi(r Ibflv Js^', ol S iriav la ', dv oikov 
73, i^ oiKov 7«o, Xi/iov oiKiijr 7""> TvvoiKTfrrjpa Jm^, (car oIkov Jiot, old' es 
oiKirjv 7 10*; fV elpaaiv 7^, eKTrfuovres upacriv 21 ; exdpolaiv laa 7^^'> '"pos 
epyov "Ju, bovKi epya "Jss, d fpdei J^s, fiiyiarov ep^fiev "Js^; fit aareos "Ju, 
irdrnv duTolmv 'Jm {dvOpatnois B) ; iv yvvai^tv rj^eTai J9<i, dvprjSetv Jios ; fi* 
CKaCTTOS 7'i2. 

Hipponax : (rvv<fKt]a-as 1 2, e'r rmict" e\dd>v 2O2, Jxet 47 (first foot) ; 
ov8dfi eirrfv 202, dveiirfv 45; fiTiv ^Surrai 291, podivov ^Su 58; polios 
aXavai 74 i o'l^dria 83 ; 2t/«»>'a<cT0y 55 B* 

Ananias: Kadelp^ai 31, Ktix^rat 56. 

Elegists. 

Kallinos : fV fi' oikm us. 

Mimnermos : i-oir ixeXoi 23 proves nothing unless we read, as is 

probable, toict iKeXoi', (peper eiKfXos 14"; oXXoTe oikos 2ii ; 8' epy' 2\i', 
drjXfvpevos epypacri 7> ; SajreTos ISpwc 5' j NijX^iov a(rrv 9' i "<^' 'TSo'wepiSav 
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128; \uv tbov 142; (3a^tof ii\x(.voi 16. Some other passages prove 

nothing: %apos 21, rjpiyiueia I2io, eldores 24, poBoSaKTvXos l23,(pyov I4U. 

Xenophanes : S' olvos I5, nr olvov 41 ; AXX' «'ki/ 2i3 ; (pcurdm ewos 63 ; 
Twyfi' 018a 74. olr 01 I20 proves nothing. 

Phokylides : TTepiSpofxos eiSor 3* > iwlcrraTai fpyd^eadat 37, StSao-Ke'/jfi/ 
Ep-ya I3i Kadrjixevov otvowoTa^eiv 1 12. 

The retention of / in the elegy of Theognis is due not only to 
his closer touch with Homer, but also to the pressure of the local 
speech. 

Melic poets. 

From his sympathy with the Aiolic poets we might expect 
in Anakreon a more persistent survival ol* digamma than in 
other Ionic poets. But the following instances occur of forms 
that once possessed but have lost F : Ziva^ 21 ; oIk el8as 4s, ^IfiaKov 

eidop 22, fi ifjibwv 2^\f B otSa 45"» ovSev elSevai 75^ J ^^^ aaTolai 15^! 
li/'oXXfi) 8' eiKoiri l8 ; covoxoei ^2, <^tp oivov 62i, 8' olvov 634, Trap oiva) 639; 
wXfo) olvowfrra^asv 94' (^10 ! lueBvovT otKaS' ^6; (TKvTr(f>ov 'Ep^iWi 82i ; 
iirlcmov 9O4. eiXu/iO 2l6 may Stand for i-f\v-pa. 

Solon may be put in evidence not merely for the absence of f 
from the Attic of his day and generation, but also for the attitude 
of the early elegy towards its models. 

in epy/xacriv I36°> v7T€pfi(f>avd r epya ^si, ■navel 8 tpya 438, u/Spior epyo 
I316, KoX' ' epya 1321, dvalnoi epya \2>^i,p.iv epya I341, Tro\v(j>apfidKov epyov 
1357, ov8' tpbeiv 2712, erepos epSe 40 > Tvvoihe 41^) ov8( ns oiSei) l^es, Seimv 
l&€iv 136, eBrjKev ISeiv 1 322, f'oTiv iSery 1 324; iroKvrjparov auTV 421, xpovos 
auTols lOi ; epx^rai oiKaS (Kdarm 42') "? M^** eKuaros lis, €0 ficacrra) 13-5, 
8d^ac cKaoTos I334 ; edi]K(V ava^ IS^s, ivBah' avaacraiv I91 ; Kimpis loa-T€(j)avos 
194 ; eV en-r' fr«o-ty 272, 8ek' fVi; 2714 ; tj 8' exr;) (?) 2711 ; exovras rj6r) 3612. 

In 411, 1312 dSiKoif epyfiaai, in 13S6 Kou<^ai? eXirioi the short form of 
the dative is correct. 

For oSti or ovVe of the MSS Hermann, read oil i in 1327 mei 8' ov e 

XeXi;^e 8ta/t?rfpe'r, oorir aXirpov. In 1 357 dXX 6 juev eJ tpSeiv OCCUrs. 

Both cases fail to prove the existence of f. 

Cases of internal hiatus resulting from the disappearance of f 
and preserved in poetry for all time will be found enumerated in 
the paper entitled Vowel System of Ionic (Trans. Am. Phil. Assoc, 
Vol. XX, §139, 142, 162, etc.) 

' Bergk KuAd tpya. As the elegiac poets regard the penult of /ca/lof as 
anceps {mlSv, Solon 1334), and as a substitute is necessary for the Ka/cd of 
the MSS, Ka?.' is here preferable to KaXd. But see Sitzler, Siudien z. d. Ele- 
gikern, p. 7. 
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The disproportion ' between the cases of the retention of f and 
those of its neglect is proof enough that the sound was practically- 
dead in Asia Minor at least by the year 700 B. C. and in Attika 
by the commencement of the sixth century. The evidence pre- 
sented by one species of lyric reacting upon that presented by 
another, enforces this conclusion. The cases of retention in the 
elegy are no matter for wonderment. It is surprising that, with 
all the dependence upon the largo fiume of epic language, there 
were not more cases of the apparent survival of the sound. It is 
in iambic poetry, whose affiliations are so different from those 
of the elegy, that we are surprised to discover traces of the ap- 
pearance of .P. As regards the fot's, Fick's suggestion that U ol 
were practically pronounced under one accent (SeoJ) would play 
havoc with the digam mated pronoun in Homer and Pindar. \i.-rfii 
€41 in Hipponax 28 is a " fixed combination," it is true, but that is 
just what hi ot is not. Nor is the parallelism of oXXotc aXXos Phokyl. 
15, Solon 1376, 154 in place. Such an hiatus in the elegy needs no 
special defence. The history of oi and kindred forms in Pindar^ 
shows pretty clearly that in Doric poetry this pronoun was a strong- 
hold of the F. In the choral parts of tragedy (Trach. 649, Elektra 
196) we still find an echo of the epic and Pindaric use. Perhaps the 
constant apparent hiatus before the word in the epos influenced 
the construction of nascent iambic verse, or the hiatus is a survival 
of the period antecedent to that of the " founder " of iambic 
verse. ^ The Simonideian ovh' av nv' eS ep^eieu recalls E 650 os pd 
fuv eS ep^avTo, where the ictus alone would account for the retention 
of the length. The older poetry held fast to the prose quantity 

m eiepyds, -epyrjs, -epyecrit]. 

DiGAMMA UPON INSCRIPTIONS. 

Asiatic Ionic. 

There are no examples. It is useless to cite all the words from 
the older inscriptions where initial f might have been placed. A 
few noteworthy instances are 'Ava^lXeas in Miletos, Bechtel 93 (not 
much later than 600 B. C), ' Ava^iixdvBpov 94 (of the same date), 
'ltrna[to?] 97 (between 520 and 504 B. C.) ; Erythrai 'ExaTa/ijy 198 

'f retained in elegy 2, in iambic poems 4, in the melic of Solon i ; P 
violated in elegy 53, in iambic and trochaic poems 55, in the melic of Anak- 
re on 15. 

- Heimer, Studia Pindarica, p. 47 ff. 

'Arist. Poet. 4. 
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(fifth century) ; Chios 174 As cjs, C22 Ko[(]i'07ri8))f, Do olKir\i>, Dn-is 
TolK\6\T!ihov (fifth century) ; Teos 156 As tdimrrji, Bai, 25 eiStis (fifth 
century). 

Island Ionic (Kyklades). 

1. Naxos. Upon a dedicatory inscription from Naxos B. C. H. 
XII (1888), p. 464, written ^ovorpo^ijSoV, we read, according to 
HomoUe : 

^i[^]«KapTt'8ijy • /i' d : vedfKf • ho • Ndho-ios • TTOteVas. 

The inscription dates, according to HomoUe, from the second 
half of the seventh century before our era ; a conclusion adopted 
by Schoeffer in his De Deli insulae rebus. 

2. Naxos. On the base of the Apollo colossus dedicated by 
the Naxians at Delos, dated by Kirchhoff at the end of the sixth 
or at the beginning of the fifth century (see Roberts, I §35) we 
read (Bechtel 25 = Rob. I 27=1. G. A. 409) : 

TJov A^YTO \i6ov €t/i' avBpias (cat to a(f)ekas 

i. e. afiiTov, as was read by Bentley, and is read by almost all 
scholars, with the exception of Roehl (Batv), and of Bergk and 

Wilamowitz {fiafvTov = darjTov). 

3. Amorgos. An early abecedarium I. G. A. Add. 390= Rob. 
I 159B contains E 

Western Ionic (Euboia). 

1. Chalkidian vase inscriptions of the fifth century (from Magna 
Graecia) : 

Piib, Roberts, I 190 C. 
'ofoTiijS) Roberts, I 190 L. 
VapvP6vr\s, Roberts, I 191 C. 

Digamma has in each case the form E, except Rob. 1 190, 2 EiO 
= P,i, (?) 

2. From Rhegion, a colony of Chalkis : 

foiKiav and o<T<Ta, Pol (for as a-aPoi), cf Bechtel 5, Rob. I 180, 1. G. 
A. 532. The P has the same form as in the abecedarium of 
Amorgos. 

PoiKetov, Rob, I 181, I. G. A. 533. 

These forms occur upon a marble block found at Olympia, 
dedicated by Mikythos of Rhegion after 467 B. C, when he 
migrated from Rhegion to Tegea. The second PoiKeav is, accord- 
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ing to Roberts, not by the same hand as the first, and is dated by 
Furtwangler after 450 B. C. 

Note I. f ]aX«[o]p, conjectured by Blass in Bechtel, No. 6 A, 
occurs in an inscription written in the Eleian dialect by the artist. 
The donor of the gift to Apollo wrote in Ionic (Bechtel, 6 B) ; 
cf. No. 215. 

Note 2. In Hyele (Velia), a colony of Phokaia, we find 'YeXrjTe'av 
172 I (450-400) and 'YeXijrai. 172 II (350). This orthography 
proves merely that the Phokaian v was u{oo), not ii. 

Upon the examples of Chalkidian f Tudeer ' bases his contention 
that f was still alive in Euboian Ionic when Chalkis sent its col- 
onies to the West, and that in Euboia itself it was lost between the 
eighth and the sixth centuries. But it can readily be shown that 
none of the inscriptions cited under Western Ionic are free from 
the suspicion of containing, a non-Ionic element, rapufw?;? con- 
tains a Doric af cf Nai'r, Rob. I 190, 2 ; cf. Xa>pa Or Xopa, ibid. I K. 

And if we read 'aFarlr)s, as seems probable, the initial part of the 
name is Doric for Oiarlris, as Pick has shown (Odyssee, p. 10). 
An Ovarlas is known as the name of the brother of Mennes, tyrant 
of Kyme. Pick explained the ingression of the Doric forms on 
the supposition that the vases containing these un-Ionic forms 
were manufactured in Himera, and that the speech of Himera was 
a mixture of Chalkidian Ionic and of Doric' But whether the 
vases in question were made in a Chalkidian colony or in Chalkis 
itself is a moot point that cannot be decided until ampler excava- 
tions in Euboia place us in possession of richer material. Mean- 
while it should not be overlooked that from other cities of the 
West we possess vase inscriptions in mixed dialect, and that in 
Attika itself, as Kretschmer has shown, K. Z. XXIX 391 ff., there 
was a part of the population engaged in various handicrafts which 
did not speak pure Attic. Kretschmer has collected a consider- 
able number of inscriptions upon Attic vases which are couched 
in Doric, and concludes that the Chalkidian vases mentioned 
above came from Attika. At all events, whether the explanation 
of Pick or that of Kretschmer is correct, the infusion of Doric 
phonetics upon the Chalkidian vase inscriptions is sufficient to 
undermine our belief in the presence off in Chalkidian Ionic, be 

^ De digammo, p. 5 ff. 

' Not as Kirchhoff, Alphabet,* p. 126, thinks, a peculiarity of Chalkidian 
Ionic. 

^ Thuk. VI 5 : (puvi) fikv fxera^v ry^ re "KaTiKtdiiJV Kac Aupido^ sKpdBjj, 
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it the dialect of a colony or of the metropolis. A similar line of 
argument militates against the Ionic character offoiKtav and foi 
in the inscriptions from Rhegion. Rhegion was settled by Chal- 
kidians and Messenians (Herakl. Pont. fr. 25). In I. G. A. 388 the 
name of the Samian Pythagoras appears in the Doric form of 
llvdayopas under the influence of the Rhegine dialect." 

Finally, the cases of f upon the inscriptions from Naxos and 
Amorgos. 

(i). fi[^]iKapTiS))s is by no means a certain transcription. On 
the sign supposed to be P, Homolle says: " Semble en efiet 
porter k sa partie inf6rieure un troisieme trait qui en ferait un E ;'' 
mais on se persuadera ais^ment que c'est 11 un simple accident de 
la pierre ; car la ligne n'a ni la m^me longueur, ni la m^me direc- 
tion que les deux traits supferieurs [this is not clear from the 
facsimile] ; elle n'a plus non plus la m^me nettet^." The third 
character may be either © or ©. The fourth would seem to be 
Y,' but of the shaft to the left the editor says again that it seems 
an error : " non seulement parce qu'il manque de nettet€, mais 
parce qu'il viendrait butter beaucoup trop haut sur la haste verti- 
cale." fi(f>id8as is attested in Boiotian inscriptions (C. D. I. 488, 
six times), but Pt<piKpan8as, cited by Homolle from C. D. I. 713 Ai, 
is not above suspicion. The inscription begins "UK-, which Keil 
read 'i]<j>i-, a name known to us from Nikander and Suidas. The 
duclus liiterarum at least permits in the present case the reading 
EvdvKapTtSrjs. EvdvKpdrris is no Uncommon name. Upon one of the 
Styrian lead tablets, I. G. A. 372113, the first v of E(v')diiJ.axos has 
the form oft. Wackernagel, K. Z. XXIX 151, in fact attempts to 
defend the form eldv- (see Vowel System, §67). 

Above all suspicion, however, is the Naxian f in aPvrov, though 
none of the other letters upon the inscription are characteristic 
either in form or in use (Kirchhoif, Alphabet,* p. 86). 

The peculiar position occupied by the f , singular enough from 
its occurrence in a word that never had the spirant,' is rendered 
the more unique from the fact that all other Naxian inscriptions, 

' The chief ancient authority on the existence of the F was Trypho, who 
wrote a treatise on the dialect of Himera, Rhegion, etc. If Trypho's ascrip- 
tion off to the lonians (Trad, Aef. §11) is based upon its presence in the aliove- 
cited inscription or in the fragments of Stesichoros of Himera or of Ibyl<os 
of Rhegion, it builds upon an insecure foundation. 

' This is not indicated in the translation of Blass' Aussprache by Mr. Purton, 
who has added FnpiKapriSri^ to the note of the German edition. 

' avTo; from d-v-ro ; cf. Slct. «. The av is pan-Hellenic ; cf. Doric ai>?. 
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except that referred to above, have lost the letter.' The Attic 
afvTap as the exact parallel to aFlrov, shows beyond peradventure 
(i) that it is not a slip of the stonecutter who intended to engrave 
AFT but could not forbear inserting the Y; (2) that the spelling 
afv was an attempt to represent the sound au (i. e. a + u) more 
suitably than by av, i. e. aii f (3) that the sound of the diphthong 
au could not, in the opinion of the stonecutter or of those who 
entrusted him with the work, be adequately reproduced by of' 
and finally (4) that the Ionic of Naxos and the Attic of the sixth 
century B. C. possessed the character F. But from the f o{ afirov 
and afirdp it by no means follows that the sound P was still alive 
among Naxians and Attics. The disappearance of f in Attic, 
though occurring in the period subsequent to the Ionic migration 
eastward, is yet early enough to permit us to assume that its use 
in the sixth century was an archaism. The letter was held fast 
under the strait-jacket of the numerals. But its ordinary, its 
natural phonetic use was gone. A Sc^^ij in the sixth century was 
an impossibility, an afirdp a possibility. Upon the afirdp inscrip- 
tion f is absent from ISetv and etpyda-aro. 

How soon after their settlement in Asia Minor the lonians lost 
f is not certain. But by the sixth century in Naxos at least the 
sign was old-fashioned. One portion of Ionic territory aban- 
doned its possession sooner than another. The speech of the 
Kyklades, which still shows traces of its preservation, may be 
demonstrated on other grounds ' to have been conservative. 
Hence, even if ficfuKapriSris should be correct, it does not follow 
that contemporary Eastern Ionic possessed the sound. There 
can be no doubt that by the close of the eighth century F must 
have disappeared from the ordinary speech of the Ionic Dode- 
kapolis. 

The connection between this conclusion and the attitude of the 
Homeric poems towards F cannot be dealt with here.' There 

'A£(vo,«£VEof, Bechtel 23, Aeivayopti; 24, aOpri 23, and eKn^okui 23, 24. The 
initial of the last-named word in 23 is not, as Mr. Roberts (No. 25) takes it, 
an error for HE, but a peculiar sign used elsewhere (Delos and Oropos) for i. 

^ Blass, Aussprache ' 74. ^ In Pamphylian we find dFralai. 

* In the differentiation of the ^-sounds, in the retention of the rough 
breathing. 

5 On the Ionic character of F, see Fritsch in Zeit. f. Gym.-Wes. XXXVIII 
612, Cauer in Jahrb. d. phil. Vereins X 294, Kretschmer in K. Z. XXIX 
390 ff., XXXI 285, 442, Brugmann, M. U. V 43, Monro, Horn. Gram.' §405, 
to the advance-sheets of which I am able to refer through the courtesy of 
its author, van Leeuwen in Mnemosyne, XIX 14.9 
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seems no reason for the belief of some scholars that wherever we 
have a trace of P in the epic, the verse in question is Aiolic. That 
the loss of f in Ionic- Attic preceded its disappearance in Aiolic is 
no proof that the presence of the spirant in Homer is an Aiolism. 
In the earliest period of the Ionic cultivation of the epos ;; may 
have been a living sound in certain parts of Ionia, while in others 
it may have passed out of existence. Who knows that the diction 
of Homer mirrors forth a single Ionic dialect ? In the later accre- 
tions to the poems the Ionic rhapsodes may have imitated the 
effects produced by f without being conscious of its existence. The 
f controversy, so far as it concerns Homer, is to a great extent 
interwoven with the question when the oral transmission was 
abandoned for a written transmission. 

Herbert Weir Smyth. 



